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on the 1st March the Permanent Council handed to the Secretary-
General of the League of Nations a letter formally denying the allega-
tion that the published document was supplemented by secret
military appendices. Thereafter, in an interview given to one English
newspaper on the 25th June, 1933,1 and in an article published in
another English newspaper on the 3rd September,2 Dr. Benes declared
that an Austro-Hungarian reunion would be as undesirable as an
Anschluss of Austria to Germany ; reiterated (a point which he had
often made before) that it was in the general interest that the small
countries of Central and Eastern Europe should not become the
pawns of rival Great Powers but should be as independent in their
foreign relations as the West-European ex-neutrals ; and threw out
the suggestion that, on the economic side, the new Little-Entente
Pact might profitably be extended in range in the near future by the
inclusion of other Danubian countries — Hungary first and foremost.
Since the morrow of the Peace Settlement, Dr. Benes had consistently
declared his view that his own work would not be complete until
Hungary had been reconciled to the Little Entente. But in 1933
there was no more prospect than there had been at the moment of
signature of the Treaty of Trianon that Hungary would consent to
'moral disarmament3 without insisting upon a revision of the terri-
torial peace-terms which would be as unacceptable to Dr. Benes as
to his Rumanian and Jugoslav colleagues. So long as the territorial
terms of the Treaty stood unrevised, Hungary would assuredly prefer
to be the satellite of Italy rather than join the Little Entente — even
on an equal footing with the three original members.3
1	See The Manchester Guardian, 26th June, 1933.
2	The Observer, 3rd September, 1933.
3 Italy, on her part, had no desire to see her own influence in the Danube
Basin diminished or eliminated by the establishment of an all-inclusive
Danubian economic Uoc ; and France, though she favoured Dr. Benes's idea in
principle, was inclined to regard it as a counsel of perfection which was hardly
practical politics. In the autumn, there was a Franco -Italian exchange of
views in a French aide memoire of the 12th September and an Italian memoran-
dum of the 30th September on ways and means of implementing the recom-
mendations of the Conference of Stresa (see the Survey for 1932, pp. 23-7 and
87-95); and though the proposal for an all-inclusive Danubian bloc was
rejected, in the Italian document, in favour of a network of bilateral agree-
ments, a Franco-Italian agreement on the subject was officially announced on
the 8th October. This agreement seems to have been little more than a mutual
gesture of courtesy between two Powers which, in their relations mter se, were
being drawn closer together at the time by their respective concern over the
course of the National- Socialist Eevolution in Germany — especially in relation
to Austria. It is possible, however, that the rather negative attitude of France
at this stage facilitated the Italo-Austro-Hungarian negotiations that eventu-
ally resulted in the tripartite agreement of the 17th March, 1934. Without

